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merely observe invariable sequence or coexistence between con-
sciousness and act; and we do believe it to be vastly improbable
in the case of some at least of our own physical acts that they
could have occurred without a mental act to support them,
Thus, we seem to have a special assurance of a kind not usually
available for believing that there is sometimes a necessary con-
nection between the conclusion and the condition of the
generalisation; we doubt it only from the possibility of a
plurality of causes.
The objection to this argument on the ground that the analogy
is always imperfect, in that all the observed connections of
consciousness and act are alike in being mine, seems to me to be
invalid on the same ground as that on which I have put on one
side objections to future generalisations, which are based on the
fact that the instances which support them are all alike in being
past. If direct judgments of irrelevance are ever permissible,
there seems some ground for admitting one here.
9. As a logical foundation for Analogy, therefore, we seem to
need some such assumption as that the amount of variety in the
universe is limited in such a way that there is no one object so
complex that its qualities fall into an infinite number of inde-
pendent groups (i.e. groups which might exist independently
as well as in conjunction); or rather that none of the objects
about which we generalise are as complex as this; or at least
that, though some objects may be infinitely complex, we some-
times have a finite probability that an object about which we
seek to generalise is not infinitely complex.
To meet a possible plurality of causes some further assumption
is necessary. If we were content with Inductive Correlations
and sought to prove merely that there was a probability in favour
of any instance of the generalisation in question, without in-
quiring whether there was a probability in favour of every instance,
it would be sufficient to suppose that, while there may be more
than one sufficient cause of a character, there is not an infinite
number of distinct causes competent to produce it. And this
involves no new assumption; for if the aggregate variety of the
system is finite, the possible plurality of causes must also be finite.
If, however, our generalisation is to be universal, so that it breaks
down if there is a single exception to it, we must obtain, by some
means or other, a finite probability that the set of characters,